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upon Mr. ED vv ARD s his Animadverſons, 


touching a Pamphlet intituled one's Non · ſuch, 


Whereby is diſcernd how paſſion or . may 
tranſport ſome that woul be thought geit C — which 
according to the Proverb, doth not alwayes 

prove the wiſeſt Men. 


To avoyd all partiality, we will firſt lay downe 
Mr. Edwards his own words, touching the three Heads 
he hath culd out of the aforeſaid Pamphlet, and 


then our Obſervation upon each Shewing(in con- 
 <luſion) how much hee miſta kes the 
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afide till better leyſure, it will require privacy 
and thy beſt Attention. 


Non eſt bonum Ludere cum Sant. 
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THE FIRST HEAD 


OF 
Mr Edwards. 
LITTLE NON-SU.H. 
PAGE 2. G 


Hat God bath a bodily ſhape and propytion, Man 
war made according to the likeneſſe of God in 


porſonall 72 And Gad the Ereator berrerb 


Jbe ſame ſpppe in perſen which Man bab: 
Ibis opinigu was beld by ſome Heretic in 
' the fnurth L. entury firſi known by the name of 
Autdtan',end afterward; call'd Anthrop morph! x. Avguit, 
in bis book de Heretibus ad quid vult deum cop 5 . Writes 


of them. Audianos quos apellany alii vocant Antnre p t- 


puitas quoniam Deu n, ſihi fingunt eo ĩtatione cirna- 
li io Similicudinem Imaginis corruptilibis hetninis. 
Animadyer fon, 


T b-odovet in his fourth Beoke Je He. ein. ſabuli. W. ites there was ne 
Anden who ſaid God was like to man and give to G d the parts of a 


man, who fl! into this error by his m:tunderitanding of ti oſe plies 


of Scrat, whach ſpe. xc et Go * mans vaderftar e 8 
| * 


| D.. 
OY 


and bur ied for many hand Eee 


Are certaine 


mn to as ke ſuch a que 


_ 
Daneus in his Trafate de Herefibut fully confutes this opinion, and 
ſne wes the ſtory of it; and that this Hereſy Gould be now pleaded for in 
Print, it ſkewes how theDevill iti theſe times revives old errors. dead 


1 


| of I 23 i 
Len deb fr r 3 
13) firſt Obſervativn.- 


Firſt, we give you to underſtanfl that the Contents of little Nen. ſuch 

Cetas erb tobe reſolved in ( undef correction) us 

appeates in the mble, and not poſitively maintain'd zs mattrr of 
faith, as duth alſo appeare page 16. tefore Mr. Eavards hath filſiſy - 
ed the firſt Head, ſpeaking his own words but not the Autbers, nor yet 
their intentions: then all hee ſayth to the matter is, that there were 
certaineHereticks ip the fourth Century cal'd Aud ni & Anthrop morpbit 
which maintained the opinion aforeſaid, And bow Auguſſ in ſayd they 
werte ſo call'd , becauſe they feigned unto themſelves that God had a 
ſhape like unto corruptable man 2 and how then did they ſay that was a 
corruptable ſhape ? hee ſaith alſo that Danems in his Tractme confured 
them, but hee neither (htwes how, nor by what proofe of Seriptureas is 
deſired z fo that the ignorant are nothing the more ſatis fycd by Mr. d. 
wards his DoRrinerthen te ſeems to wounder bow this Here, as he calls 
it, ſhould be pleaded for in Print; we would here know of at y yeaſon- 
able man if the bare asking of a queſtion be pleading for an Hereſy ; if 
this be faireplay what 7 Legerdemaine ? Thi xe are yet more places 
in Scripture then are 7 ane in little Nom ſuch, which may move a 
ion as thit of Gen. 35 v. 9. Where God appeared 

unto Jacob, and then aſcended from him in the place where he had tal- 
ked with him, verſe 13. this may imply ſome ſhape, elſe how did Gag 
appeare to him and aſcend from him = inthe ſever«Þ of Daniel . g; 
Doth not the ancient of dayes fitting in a Robe with hie of h bead 
as white as Wooll im; ly a ſhape alſo; yet ae ling theſe or any 


x 


other Reaſons out of Scripture. and cited in Little uch, hat e 

the forenamed Hereticks thought wee aſſure Mt. Eaardi that wei doe. 
not make it out Creede, or thinke it any point ot ſal vation to beleive 
ſo, well knowing (as is ſer forth in Little Non ſach ) that God is omni- 
potent, and that his power cannot be circumſcribed in any perſonall 
Gape or place; for wer can cite St. Auguſtin as well as Mr. Edwardi and 
give bim credit too, when hee faith curſed is hee that referrs the D:ity 
of God to the liniaments of mans body, ſor that were a narrow Deity, 
and we ſuppoſe no Heretic can be ſo groſſe as to conclude in that man- 


ner; yet that each of the three perſons have aſſumed ſhapes is conſeſſed 


by learned men, but for what purpoſe or of what continuance they 
were or ſhall be, or what is the meaning of the words let us make man af- 
ter cur own Image, ſeeing the firſt man Adam was an Image of clay made 
in the ſix Dayes, but was not a livirſ ſoule till God had reſted the 
ſeaventh Day, and then breath'd life into him; Theſe thing we a 

aye 
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have learn'Þfom Rr. Edvard! by ſome reaſons backt with Scripture 


, bur bee hath onely corrup ed the meaning of the queſtion, and 
cold a tale of H:retiche, ſo that our ſelyesner we ſuppoſe any other (by his 


Animidverſim, is any thing at all the wiſer, 


The next Head iy littleNon-uc*,Page 4. 

Aar. Edward, The ſtory of Adams eating the forbidden fruit 
and of the Serpent is an Allegory, by the Serpent in that 
place is meant no other then eoncupilener, and by the fruit of the 
Tree; ſame other eating then the eating of « materiall Apple, is 


der ſtood. 
| Animadverſion. | 
This allo is an error revived, beld by David George,who lived a hun- 


dred yeares ago; in David Georges l. fe written in Latin by his Son in 
Law Nicholas Bleſdikins page 161.162. tis related that by the Serpent 


entiſing our firſt patents, he meant concupiſence , and pleades fer an Al- 
legoricall interpretation of the Serpent, becauſe the Hiſtoricall narration 
ot the Serpent as it is layd down by Moſes (ſayth David George ) drawes 
divers abſurdiries with it: the marginall Note here ſaith alſo that Da- 
neut among other errors of the Originifts ſhewes this to bee one, and 
bow St. Auguffin writ wary Bookes againſt. A/egorifts and coriupters of 
Scriptures 


I cꝗbße ſecond Obſervation. 


Now ons mark: hew Mr. Edwards hath layd down this ſecand Head 
(inſtead of giving inſt uction) you will perceive how willing he is ro 
pick a quarrell, for this is but a queſts. n in little Non ſuch (as the for · 
mer) and demanded with al} mode ſiꝝ, peruſe it who pleaſe,bur ſerving 
aſide his ſpleene, let us examine his Animadver ſion, and ſee what (ati: = 
faction it gives, which ſaith no more you ſee, but that it is an error re- 
vived, held by one David George as appeares in his lite written by kis 
ſon in Law Nicolaus Bleſdikinr,and then how Dinaus ſhewes it to be an 


error of the Orig niſis, how if Origen had ſayd as much of him ?and' , 


then he ſaith in the margent bow Auguſſ in writ againſt / Fegorifts cor- 


- rupters of Scripture : what thinke you of this ſolution? is this a faris+ 
factory anſwer te the queſtion in litile Non ſuch ? where is his Text 


in Scripture to ieconcile thoſe that arecited there, if the meaning be 
Otherwiſe : what would hee make us believe there are no llegories in 
Scripti re; we are not ſs ſimple to credit him in that point zwee know 
there are boch Allegories, Tropes, and Figub es, what admirable (xpreſſions 
is there in the Book of Job? What Metaphors and Ketcricall Figu/es ? and 


as one (aith the Retoricł of Cicero, Demeithenes Hortenſaui, &c. is bur a ſhad- 


dow in compariſon; nd in another place the ſame Aut* or ſayth the Re- 


velation is full of myſteriaue merapboricall and Hicreoglpbicall Churecters; 
7 And 


. 


«Af 4 
wiiruth, 


(4) / | 
And if Mr. Elwards would hve us underft:nd our Swioum words this 
is my body o be h.s Body, then we ſay Mr Edwards is pep ſh: Turtullian 
ſey ch, it is but a F gure of bis Boy: And «id not our Deviow in the 
Gp l deliver his DoRrine in Parablet, and dar ke (peech-$,11.ſomuch 28 
the Apoſtles ther clves ſæyd, Maſtcr what is rhe meaning, bſexve here 
rhe Di cp'es of ¶ beiſt did not thinke it Herely, to aske a queſtion as Mr. 
Edwards vvih : it is the manner of ſueh 23 argable and willing to reſol ve 
doubts to compare one place of $criþ.ure wich another, and then to give 
us a right interprecation , if Mr. Eavards had done ſo here wee would 
have tha! Kd him : concerning this portion of Scyiprare. ( if ſufficerh us 
to know there was 2 breach of a Comman /ement in out fuſt Patents, 
which hath inthral'd us in Orig nalf ſm, but whether the words he allg. 
ricall or Hiterall ( though we would — 7 have knouwne fomeching 
of which M.Eqwards (it ſeemes is lgnoran ly tilent) yer we ſay of this as 
the former, we make it no point of Frith as rouching our ſalvati n : Bit 
for the third, and next in order, we verily believe it is as groſe a peece of 
f$ep-ry as is, or ever was fince that wyly Father was rightly fliledan 
The ird Head is little Non-'vch, Page 5, 6, 7. &. 
Mr. Ewards, in Marriage there are no degrees of blauſ or af. 
finity forbidden, but a m may marry the next of kin to him, 's 
Bratber m iy marry his Siſter his Uncle his Neece,a Son bu Fa- 
thers VVife, and ſo in any degrees without exception; ſo that if 
ibis liking to marry bappen betwixt the neareſt of Kindred, then 
it is alſe ibe mot naturall ihe moſt lamfull and according to the 

Primitive purity and praiſe. 

Animadver ſiom. 


The maine ſcope of rhis Bok call'd l ttle Nor. ſuch or certaine new 
Queſtions is to plead for incaſtucus Marriages, where the Author {ers 
bia Ife to evade all the Scripruves in the old and new Teftament, ſayin 
it is no: Marriage ſimply with Sifters Brothers wives, c. that is forbice 
den ſo lung as a man keepes holy to ſuch a one, having taken ber for 
a Wife,} ut the commiyrtirg fornication with them no being Married a 
Now I (hill ſhe the falſn-flcof this by two Scripewres, he firſt in Levi. 
18. where bo't in the Generall 446. and in particular the ſeverall de- 
grees are exprefly terbidden v 98,9, 10, &c. of rhe Fthers Wife of / he 
Siſte-,of the fathers ſiſter, c. And wheres the Author of that wicked 
Pamphlet pleads that uncovering of n. kedneſſe is meant of fornication 
only and not of Marriage. I anſwer the holy Ghoſt in that Chapter 
expounds the uncovering Of nakedne c ro be *Marrying, vil.and makes 
thc t. king to w fe and upcoverirg of nakedneſle to be the ſame 28 is eyi- 
dently by theſe words, neuer ſualt thou take a Wife io har biter to 2 
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3 
her, to uncover her nakedneſſe beudes the other in her life time, that is 
eitner thou ſhalt not take one Wife to another marrying another Wi fe 
bay ing one or elſe marry the ſiſter of thy Wife, whether ſhee be ſiſter by 
facher or by mother. Againe the holy Ghoſt in this Chapter forbids 
that which is is unlawfull with ſome kind: of perſons, and not with all £ 
und at ſome time, and not at others ; Therefore limus to ſuch aſortof Hen 
perſons, ſuch degrees of bloud : but now fornication is ui law full with prove you 
all and at all times: A man may not uncover the nakeaneſſe, that is, to hat ? 
commit ©fornication with hoſe chat are remoteſt in bloud or Aſfiuity, e CH 
and that it muſt be underſtood ſo, is evident from the 19 werſe,cth-.u ſh lt 4 di bias 


not approach toa woman to uncover her nakednc ſſc, ſo long as the 13 pur [el fe. 


apa t for her unckanuefle , that is every man was to abſtaine from his 
ewne Wife during the time of her Monethly flowers, which neci flari) 
be wes is meant of a mans Wife, for from all other Women a Man mu 
abſt ine alwayes,amd it is never Ia full to approach to them, but even 
from a mans one Wiſt over whoſe body he hach power at other times, 
hee is then to abſtaine: e the Holy Ge comes to ſpeake of for · 
nication, verſ. 20. Taou not lie carnally with thy Neighbours 
Wiſe there he forbibs forniestion, but in the former part of the Chaptce +. 
he fordad inceſi and incefluonr Marriages : d The other Scrip ure is inthe 4 If aff bs 
new Teſtament mat ke the 6-17,. 18, ver es, where lobm tells Herod it is not ue 1h a 
lawfull tor him to have his brother Philhps Wi this cannot be eva · h. 
ded by ſayio g. lahm ie proved Herod for e force or living in for- 
nication, but not barely fox Murriage with her : for the Text (aith ex - 
fly he had married her, and the was willirg to it as appeares by the 
| ents ſhe had a quarrell againſt Jobn Bayer, ind would have kiI'd 
him for preaching: to Herod agai::ſt it, and aiterwards watch'd her c p- 
portunity ef revenge againſt Joa v 19.34-prefering his head be fore half 
the King dome; | have beene the larger in this Aumadverßom, becauſe of 
divers {cuties and inceſtuau: Marriages : I have the names of three _ 
( given me out of ane County ) who have married In- 


The third Obſervation... N 
This head becauſe M Edvards will ker pe bis rode, hee m kes poſitixe 
alſo, w heras it is but a queſtions the two former; Tene per aſiuum hich 
ac B wles is as muck to ſay as hold Bias: Then he ſayeth the Aubour 
(ets himſelſe to evade Scriſturei no indeed M. Edwards ; but except there 
be moi e convinci g reaſons then you: have ſhowne, the Authors intent 
was, and is to prove by Scr ture, that the prohibition mentioned is a 
injunct ion, noerighily grounded but of Scripture: They ſey allo it is 
a ſencelefſc P:obibitian, for as touching matters forbid in the Decologue 
which is the ground'of.11: Lawes, they ate obnorious in hemſelves (if 
there were no ſuchinjunttion: ) boch to the parties offending and uno 
dane hem the-offcace: is gin: but in · the moſtiafeRionace mar- 
: 5. 


, 


s. 


(6) 
riages, there is the moſt and greateſt good to both parties, which the pope 
rot perbaps M,Edwrds,weuld admit without a fre: The firſt head hir. 
Edwards taxes as an Hereſy though it is but a queſtion asked? The ſetond 


Queſtion ke calls an error, but for th s third we are ſo much hehol ing 
unto him as hee calls it neither Hexeſy nor etror; yet in one place hee is 


pleaſed ro ſay it is a wicked Pamphlet, this ii hard too, for if one ſould 
4 ke M. Edwards the way te Torf or to Briſtiw; would hee ſay thoꝶ att « 
vile and a wicked fellow, thou ſhalt fall in the ditch before l will direct 
thee, is this charity to a ſtranger that-is aſtiay, what thinke you? now 
M Evards if men ſhall fall from an error into fl it Hereſy, yer St. Jerome 


rells-us in pæni lib. 4. in Jeremia, it is te bee cut of with the ſword of 


the (pirir, that is with the Teſtimonies of Holy Scripture, let us ſtrike 
thro ichthe arrowes of the ſpirit and not by reviling and execra- 
tion } bat ic ſeemes it is M.fdwards his manner tb bee bitter, and to 
adminiſter Gall inſtead of Honey, for wee have ſcene a little Pamph- 
let that ( for his inveRivenes ) calls him Themas de Gangrera, which 
made us take him for a Monſieur, till a little afcer it ſayes hee is one df 
Kabſhikaghs Champions; well then if hee bee a Champion hee may 
perhaps «hen a place is voyd, bee one of the nine Worthies; but doubt 
lefſe hee will never be ene of the ſcven Wiſe Miſters , till hee leave 
his reviling and give us inſtruction in the ſpirit of meekenc ſſe. | 
And now though hee paſſe by the two former Queſtions without 
citing any Scripture , yet becauſe hee tells us hee will ſhew the falſe- 
neſſe of this queſtion by two Sctpruves, let him bee what Champion 
hee will, wee will here enter the liſts wirhchim , and hope te foyle 
him at his one Weapon, two Scriptures you heate him ſay, but if hee 
could have ſhowne the fal ſeneſſe (as wee have done the truth in the 
firſt part) by 22 Scriptures you ſhould then have heard his great Gun- 
cracke ; well you ſee hit flouriſh they have made aethe-firſt onſet, yet 
now you ſhill ſee theſe two, as well às the reſt, foigne agiinſt him and 
turne the point in his ow ne boſo mme 
The firſt Scripture hee cites is the 6, 7,8, 9, and tenth Verſes of the 8 
Chapter of Leviticus, which who ſo pleaſe to reade ſhall finde tbey 
ſpeake plainly of uncovering of nakednefle , and ſome Tranflutions 
renders ic uncover ing of ſhame 3 now wee never heard it was a ſhame 
to Marty or a ſhame to per forme the Act of Marriage, but rather a 
du'y commanded; Therefore { by bis leave, wee yet conceive the 


interpretation of theſe Verſes in Little Non-ſuch to bee right, h ch un · 


deiſtands them of the higheſt degree of fornication being committed 
with Kindred; And doch in the whole pꝓrogte ſſe of that diſceurſe de- 
reſt it as much as M.Edwards can doe ot any other, Then hee ſayth (if 
wee beliexe him) hee will prove uncoyering of nakedneſſe and Mar- 
rying vo be all one by the 15 Verſe, and cites theſe words neither ſhale 
1 © take a Wife to her ſiſter to vex her, to uncover her nakedneſſe, 
beſides the other in her life time: Doubt leſſe this is foule play and 
i muc 
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"ON (7) | 
much deteſted in Little Non-ſuch, where it ſpeakes againſt plurality of 
Wiyes at one time: fox if a Man having married a Wife and while 
ſhee is living, take bet ſiſter to uncover her nakedneſſe, it is fornica- 
tion in the higheſt degree, and wee ſay no other, hut if the firſt Wife 
bee dead, then the ſame words ſeeme to imply, that hee may ſafely 
marry the other, elſe what neede theſe words in her life time for from 
thence wee argue contrario, that when fhee is dead, her Husband 
cannot vex her by taking her ſiſter to Wife, as it would have done when 
hee was living, and it is no more but convertible with the Brothers 
caſe in Deutronony if the fuſt lifter die without iſſue : Though the 
Parriark, Facch married two naturall filters being both living, which 
ſome lay prefgures the Law and the Goſpell unto u, i - by Leah (who 
was blear eyed, the Law is denoted unto us; and by Rachel ( who was 
comly as the Spouſe inthe Camicles and without biemilh ) is meant 
the Grſpell ; yet ſeeing our Saviour (apes, let every one have his one 
Wife in the fingular number, ſo farre wee agree with M. Edwards, it 
he pleaſe,that no man ought to have twe Wives living at one time, 
but how he proves by this 18. verſ, that the precedent part of this 
Chapter is meant of Marriage, we doe not yet underſtand, but doe ve- 
rily beleive by this 18. v. to prove directly the contrary : And now we 
call not for ſuch as will prejudicate or are ſelfe conceipted for want of 
wit and judgement, but to choſe that are apprehenſive, and able to poyſe 
the weight of this argument: This 18. v. alleadged for his proofe, be- 
gins with theſe words, neither ſhalt thou &c. ſome tranſlations have it 
44% and ſome moreover, it skills not much which of the three we admit 
of: for where the wards neither, alſo, or moreoyer begins a ſentence, it 
likewiſe imports a new matter; then obſerve the precedent part of this 
Chapter, till you come to this 18. yerſ- now in queſtion 3 the 6.y. ſaith 
none of you ſhall approach to any that is neere of kin to uncover their 
nakedneſſe, or their ſhame as ſome tranſlations have it: the reft of the 
verſes following till you come to the 187 v. ſpeakes one continued 


phraſe, viz. thou ſhalt not uncover, thou ſhalt not uncover ſuch and 


{uch, &c. but at the 18. v. comes in the words neither fhalt thou take a 
wife to her Siſter to yex her in her life time, &c. the x9. v. begins with 
alſo, the 20.v with moreover, being all diſtin& matter from the former 
art ofthe Chapter. Therefore under favour, the 18. verſ. ſerves Ma- 
er Edwards no more then the 19, 20. or the reſt of the verſes follow- 


ing, which are all of different and contrary matter; for we hope hee 


will not ſay that lying cainally with another mans wife or with man- 
kinde, &c. hath any relatien to marriage: Then we will here give you 
our ſenſe of this Chapter as we concc ive it now, and muſt doe till ſome 
other bath opened the meaning better then Mr. Edwards hath done, vx. 
by the firſt part of the Chapter unto the 18. v. / and by the words un- 
covering ſhame or nakednefle) we 7 moſt eſpecially, forbid to make 

con- 


(8) 
concubines, or commit fornication with any of our kindred, for though 
it might be unlawfull to doe it with any, yet you ſee the cuſtome was 
amongſt the Patrierks, and long time after in Davids and Selomons time 
to hive many wives and C vncubmes, and _— we ovght not to injure 
any, yet leaſt of all ought we to abuſe our kindted, and for preofe of chis 
we once more inſtance the 16. v. which ſaith thou ſhalt uncovet not the 
nakedneſſe of thy brothers wife; but in Deut /emy tis ſaid, thou ſhalt mar- 
ry thy brothers wife ; therefore we cannot ſay that uncovering n,ked- 
neſle and marrying is all one, as Mr. Edwards doth, but verily thinke 
they differ as much in ſenſe, as law full and unlzwtall z for if theſe two 
places have one meaning, they make the holy Spirit contradict ir (cliff, 
which to ſay weie no lefle then bla phcmy ; there fore we muſt nec ds x 
je& Mr. Edwards his conſtruction in this point, and thus farte as touch 
ing fornication with kindred : next we come to the 18. v. it ſelſe, cited 
by Mr, Edwards to a wrong purpoſe ; for therein we ſay begins a new 
matter; the former part of the Chap er forbids. fornication with kin- 
ered zin this verſe we are forþid to have plurality of wives living at one 
time; by the 19. v. we are to avoid the uncleaneſſe of menſes priftui- 
um, to ſpeake more manner ly then Mr: Edwards doth, by the 20 ver. we 
are forbid Adultery with our neighbours wife: the 21. forbids the a- 
bomination of pafliag the ſeed th.ough the fire to Moleck. the 22.for bids 
Sodony : the 23. forbids the Carnall knowledge of any beaſt, &c. theſe 
ſeverall and diſtinct offences onely, we take to be the genuine ſenſe of 
this Chapter, and that the forbidding of mariage cannot rightly be 
grounded from this place; but that the Pac ſince it fell from integrity 
made uſe of it for Lucre as is amply declared in the firſt part; and this 
we are induced to thinke, not onely by the practiſe and cuſtome, before 
the law to marry and raiſe up ſeed with their next of kin red, which we 
need not here repeate, becauſe it is ſo lirgely ſer forth in little Nonſuch : 

{ for except Mr. Edwards can conſute all thoſe places there cited beſore, 
and aftet the Law, and ſhew us by other places of Scripture they have a- 
nother meaning, he hath ſaid nothing in his Animadverſion worthy of 
regard, it rather ſeemes a Ridiculous Avio i ftom thet:uth 2 nd fur- 
ther that this 18. Chapter of Leit. hath no meaning of marriage wi'l 

- appeare to them that are not v ilſully partiall, in the 20. Chapter fol. 
lowing, which appoints the puniſhment to ſuch as tranſgreſſe theſe 

»- commands, and begins with the latter part; He that gives his ſeed to 

l leck (hall be ſloned; the man thit commits Adultery with another 
mans wife the Aduſterir and the Adultcreſſe (hall be put to death, then he 
that lies with his fathers wife, and he that lies with his daughter in 
Law, and ifa man lye with mankinde, and if 2 man take a woman and 


her daughter, and if a man or a womaa lie Wich a beaſt, and if a min 


take his ſiſter and uncover her nakedn: ſſe, theſe are to be puniſhed with 
death, we give you but the Abſt: act, oncly he concludes this dn” 
: I 
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if a man uncovers the nakedne ſſe of bis brothers wife they ſhill dye 
Chilaleſſe; which with the reſt, do h ſu ly ſortiſie our opintons 
touching the diſtinction we have made alieady, betwſxt uncovering 
Same, or nakednefle, and marriage, for here's not a word of mart ying Er 
you ſee, but of Adultery, uncovering nakedneſſe, lying carnally, &c. 
F then ſhall we thinke that Abrebam who regke his Siſter to wife, or he 
that is commanded in Deuteronomy 0 many his brothers wife, de ſetved 
this punithment, ſurely no min of reaſon ill ſay ſo; ſha'l that holy 
eſtate be ranged in punithment-with Adultery, Buggery, and Sodemy ? God 
forbid : Then here in this 20+ Chapter youſce plainly if you pleaſe, 
what is meant by uncovering of noK:dnefle in the 18, Chapter former- * 
ly cited; that is the man that lies carnally with his Fathers wife, it 1 
doth not ſay one thit married his Fathers wife afrer his deceaſe, but he 
hat lies wii h his Fuheis wife, which is to be underſtood in his life , Of 
time (or after not being married, and that is the fornication Saint Paul Corac. 5, 
ſy akes of a fe rnicꝛtion that was not committed among the Gentiles: 
And the man is meant alſo that lyes with his S;fter as Ammon did with 
Tamer, and would not aske her of her Father for a wife; this is the 
uncovering of nakedne ſſe that cught to be puniſhed among the afore- 
ſaid abominations, an l not the marriage of ſingle people though they 
he of neareſt kindred; for ifthit had been the Law Tamer would not 
have deſired her Brother Ammon to aske herfor a wiſe, and ſo have been 
gwlty of her on death but ſhe knew marriage wis ſafe and lawfull, = 
and ihe fornication onely 9 ſuch degrees, ſo worthy of puniſhment, 
and of her ſo much deteſted. Are you ſatisfied yet Mr. Edwards ? if not 
we will give you one gradation more, hat we ſuppoſe will _ the in- 
telligent Reader: in the 18. Chapter alleadged we have the prohibition, 
in the 20, the puniſhment, and a 12 peruſc the 27. you ſhall alſo finde 
the Curſe, we will recite it in order, beginning at the 15. veiſ. Cu ſed be 
the man that maketh any graven or molten Image; Cwſed be he that ſeiteih 
light by his Father or Mother ;, curſed be he that remeverb bla neighbours land- 
marke ; curſed be he that maketh ihe blind tows auder out of hi way; curſed be 
he that pcruerteth the judgements the ſtranger. or Faiherleſſe ; curſed be be 
that heth with hls Fathers wife becauſc he uncevereth his & atbers irt; 
curled be he that lyeih wich any manner of beaſt, curſed be be that [y-th wnb bla 
Siſter ; curſed be he that lyeib with bl Motber in lam; curſed be he ih. i ſmiteih 
his nerghbour ſecreily; cu; ſed bebe thatraketh reward t9 ſlay an innocent per- 
ſon, c. will you include the holy ſtate of Marriage amengſt theſe 
ö curſes who will beleive you? though we like not tautellgieg, we can not 
ö too often, (againſt this Peprſh yoake) remember the caſe of Abrabam; of 
* 14Jah, of the brother in Deuteronamy, of Bos, of Tamar, of the ſeven 
Brothers in the G ell, withall the reſt cited in the firſt and ſecend part 
of this Treatiſe, which like unto ſo many linkes in a Golden Chains 49 


ſtrengrhen and confirme each other : then note the lying with the Pe- 
B 2 thers 
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thers wife, and uncovering his #kirt mentioned a mongſt theſe curſes in 
the 20.y. note alſo the 21. that ſpeakes of lying with any manner of 


beaſt, the 22. of lying with the Siſter, ſo that theſe emergent treſpaſſes 


in kindred hedging in (as it were of both ſides) the abomination of ly · 
ing with any manner of beaſt, and therefore muſt of neceſſity be meant 
of the higheſt degree of fornication committed with the Wife in the 
Fathers life time, and with the Siſter it hout marriage: and ſuch is the 
uncovering nakedneſſe or (hime in the 18, of Levit. tor where ma ri- 
age is ſpoke of indeed (as it is in ſo many other parts ofthe old and new 
Teſtament needlefle to rehearſe, it is called in plaine and direct termes 
Marriage, admitti»gof no other attribute, be it with kindred or ſtrang- 
er · If the Adder will be deafe, the Charmer loſeth his labour; (ome 
are infatu:ted with a blinde zcale without knowledge; ſome by an old 
cuſtome ( though evill in is ſelfe) not conſidering whether or no it was 
n. ſt introduced by an overruling power for covetous and Menopoliting 
ends; but to ſuch as are of a cleare imparriall minde indued with ſenſe 
and reaſon, the leaſt ef theſe plaine and maniteſt Scripture prootes will 
be ſufficient. 8 : 
In this place wee would take a little Jeave to let you know how M. 
Edwards in kis Animadverſiens of this Head doth ingenuouſly give un- 
covering of nakedneſſe the ſame interpretation that wee do, iaying a 
man may not uncover the nakednefle, that is, commit fornication 
with thoſe that are remoteſt in bloud; and wee ſay much leſſe with 
thoſe that ate the nearefl : And now hee hath given it the proper ſenſe, 
_ which is fornication,wee hope hee will ao more call it Marriage: but 
what hee meanes by his ſtory of Womens flowers, we do not well Know 
except it be to make children wonder as hee himſelfe doth to ſee a 
_ queſtion or quere asked in Print: yet after all, if M-Edwards can ſhe us 
. by the Originall in Hebrew and Greek that approaching to kindred to 
uncover their nakedneſſe (which you ſee himſclfe ſayes is fornication) 
or uncovering of ſhame and Marriage to have one and the ſame ſigni- 
Gcarion, and ſo to be underſtood in this (Hepteragainſt all other Texts 
before and after the Law he ſaitb ſomething ; but we do more then ſup- 
ſe that in the Originall this uncovering of nakedneſſe will appeare to 
e committing of name by fornication having no iclation at all to 
marriage,more then the p1pith skill to inſnare for fees: therefore his firſt 
rg of Scripture hee boaſts of, hath madedgainſt him and leaves him 
ike a Collier grim'd with'his own coles. £3 
Next let us examine his other Scripture in the new Teſtament , where 
Jobn reproved Herod for taking his Brother Phillips Wife; this hee 
ſayeth cannot bee evaded by ſaying hce tooke her by torce and lived in 
fornication, for the Text ſayeth hee had married her; ne truly M.E4- 
wards, we will not go about to evade it that way but wee will ſhortly 
tell you how wee will evade it and juſtly too; and though wee ſay of 
| lohn 
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lohn as hee himſelfe ſayd of our Saviour, wee ate not worthy to undoe 
his foe latcher, nor preſume of the leaſt glimpſe of his ſpirit 3 yet we 
are not altogether ſo unlearn'd , or ignorant in humane knowledge, 
but we can condemne this fact of Hetads as exceeding, all example; tor 
wee never reade that the very Heathen thougbt t lawfull to rake away 
another mans Wife from hi in his life time ; and though wee reade 


that David committed{adulzery with Brſhba, and was a King as Herod 


was, yet he? did not take her away to bimfclfer till Uriah was dead: 
now M Edwards may pleaſe to know that when Herod married Hero- | 


dias, bis Bother Phillip (her lawful husbond) was then living; for 


they were contemporaries , ſo ſaith Joſephus their great and learned 
Artiquary ,*and ſome others curious.in the ſearch of ſuch things ſay 
that Phillip outlived his Brother Herod (who wee know, died of a loath- 
ſome diſcaſe) they (ay alſo that. Herods lawful | Wiſe Mari amue was li- 
ving at the ſame time, and after her zepudiation built that ſtately ſabrick 
called Miriam Tower, which ſhewes as yet ſome ruins to this day in 
the place where old leruſa/tmſto04,for all Travellers agree, that the new 
Town which now is, takes in very little of thar which was diſtroyed 
by Titas and Veſpatian : but v hat need other Authors ſeeing the'Scripture 
it lelfe makes it plaine, for inthe 3. oft. Luke the 1. v (and in Iohns Mi- 
niſteiy) we reade that as Herod was Tetrarch of Galile his Brother Phil- 
lip was alſo Terrarch of Iturea and the Region of Trachouitis, and in the 
19 and 20 verſe of the very ſame Chapter wee. reade that Herod being 


re proved for Herodias his brother Philips Wife and - other evills, yet ad- 


ded one mute, which was the putting of Tohn*in p. iſon; ſo you ſee at 
that inſtant they were both Tetrarches of ſeverall Provinces, Therefore as 
touching this his ſecond proofe how abſurd it is, let the Reader judge; 
If che pepe champions can fence no better. wee ſhall eafily give two hits 
for one: but to our bukneſſe you {ce M. Edwards both by our fi ſt and 
latter diſcoutſe that we deteſt Foinication and Adultery mere then you 
or any other can do that ſpeaks or writes againſt the matriage of ſingle 
people, and wee are ſo far fiom excuſing this act of Hereds, that we think 
it worthy of the puniſhment mentioned in the 20 of Leun awarded a- 
gainſt Adulterer, „Big gerers, Scdomites, and ſuch as defile themſelves with 
beafts,or lie carn illy with their. neareſt Kindred to uncover thier ſhame 
and nakedntſſe, x hich we, and fo doth M. Edwards you ſee by chance in- 
terpret fornication: but to think the holy erdinance of marriage it felfe 
deſerves ſuch puniſhwenrt in the next Kindred that are ſingle were great 
impicty, fer chat is a duiy commanded often enough proved in the firſt 
part: ncither are wee taught that {imple fornication in them that were 
not of Kin wes to be puniſhed with death, but the parties were to make 
amen s by Marriage as appeares in Deut. Chap. 2 2. Ve. 29. Where if a 


* man lie with a Damſell that is not betroth' d, hee fhall give unto the 


Dauſells Father fifty fhelells of Silvei, and aficr take her to Wiiczand in 


the 


(12+ 
the 19 Chip. of Levit.v. 20. Whoſot ver licth*arnally with a bondmayd, 
{bee hill be ſcdu g d they ſhall not he put to death, &c. then the caſe ot 
the Midianites, Numb. 3 1. and the LevitezJudget the 19 mentioned in 
little Nam ſuc h, fo that if there were no tolleration for ſimple fornicati- . 
on yer we ite there was a connivency upon ſuch and ſuch penalties , but 
in Kindred within ſuch a degree, it was puniſhable (and worthilytos) 
with Agultrry and other abominar ons formerly rehearſed ; but what is 
all this to merriage with Kindred or firangers, which differs as much 
from all forts ef fornication as the Eaſt is from the Weſt, ſu:cly that 
koly order can never come in que ſtion amongſt theſe other enormities 
wir hout gte fl: and ceverous popery rightly taxed in little Non ſuch, and 
ſufficiently opened both there and in this diſcourſe 3 for ſhall we thinke 
that marriage with Kindred deſerves greater puniſhment then the for - 
n cation aforeſ11d, if here were not ſo many Texrs in Scripture that ca's 
it holy, and ſo many other thit commands ike next Kinſman to doe 
thar duty; yet it were againſt common reaſon, and the punithing of of. 
fences is plaine mrrality within the com paſſe of our reaſon, it is no mi- 
ſtery to Rack our beliete;S5 then fornication is a great offence, but we lay 
it is the worſt and higheſt in Kindred & deſerves the greater puniſhmenr, 
becauſe it is more unnaturall to abuſe Kinsfolkchen ſtrange s. And now 
to conclude this point of Herod, the Text doth not ſay hee mar ied one 
that had beene hs brothers V Vife, but one that was his brothers W fe, 
Thar is, ar thu time; Therefore john Baptiſt worthily reproved him 
which makes nothing at al to M. Edwardi his purpoſe, for it his brother 
Phillip hid been dead, and his own Wife Mirzamne, hee might lavyfully 
have married her according to their Jewiſh cuſtome, and according to 
the Text in Deuteronomy as touching marriage with the brothers Wife: 
And that this is cleare as the dayappeares in the 22 of Matthew, 12 of 
Mk, 10 of Luke, here the queſtion is put to our Squioue touching the 
ſeven hro hers that married ſucce ſſiocly one woman; if it had not been 
the cuſtome and law full, ur Saviour would have reproved it, as hee did 
the te th cf Marke in caſe of divorce : wee know allo our King Hemy che 
Eight did(very little beyond memory)marry his deceaſed bro hets wife, 
if it were not lawfull why did cur Clergy conſent unto it ? you [ay he 
' had the p'pes diſpenſation, oh had he (o ? hee would alſo have ha that 
to have put her avvay, and no doubt but hee might have b:ained it too 
(for money) had not the wyly father been aff. aid of the Emperor charles 
the Eft, who was her brother : but yet it would not ſerve the turne, 
his conſcience moved him ſo, we rather thinke it vyas his concupiſcence ; 
H-wever there yras packt ſome of his own Clrrgy and ſome in France 
thi gave their verdit for him: Though otherſome of the moſt pious 
* Gr Tho, and moſt learned & choſe to loſe their heads rather then conſent : And 
Aire. how then, there was ns ſuch Kindred betwixt him and his next Wives 
to moye his conſcience , yet when his appetite ſerved hee could finde a 
ready 
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ready vvay to chop off their heads, for io ſue a divorce was too tedious; 
but we know thu learned Knignt St. Waker Raul igb ſayes in his Prefce he 
was the only exact patterne of a mercile ſſe and tiranic all Pi ir ce, ther t fore 
hee can be no prehdent for us to put away, or refuſe our Wives that 
are of Kin to us. Neither have M.Eiwards his two Scriptures he boaſts 
of, confuted our opinion, but (with the reſt we have here ci:ed) much 
confirmed and ſtreygrhene- it: And though we deteſt and abꝰotr Forni- 
cation and Adultery in all kiade of perſons ( but chie fcly in K:n/rcd ) 
as much as M.Eqxards or ai y one living; yet now wee (more then 
ever) avouch the holy eſtate of Marriage to be both comnunded à 4 
the cuſtome with the neateſt K indeed as well after th: 18 of Leviicus as 
before, even unto the time of the Gopell : as appeares in ihe caſe of the 
leaven Brothers formerly mentioned: Ic skils not much whether He. 
rod as latt ly in our Diſcourſe, was lifter to Herod and I hill pus ſome ſup- 
poſe by the name: It was in cuſtome amongſt the R maus to ule thoſe 
appellations as Li ia the Brother, and Livia the S. ſter, Tull and Tul- 
lis, Oftavius and Octavia, &c. and whit is in fiſhion at Court, you 
know, will ſhortly come into the County, for Herod was a Roman Te- 
tyarch, therefore this conj ure is probable; and if it were ſo, Herod 
was not reproved for Kindred ſake, but for tak ing ano her maus Wife, 
and in that caſe John Baptiſt would haye done no leſſe if Phillip had got 
beene his brother; but ſetting theſe and many other apart th t mig! t 
be alledge4 to prove the cuſtome , for a cloſmg inſtance, wee ſay that 
Joſeph end Hay the Mother of I. ſus Our bleſſed Saviour, were of a Tribe 
and Kindred as appeares by their Geneclig ies in the Goſpell of St. Ma- 
thew and St · Luke; neither hath this prohibition, as we fhall ſhew here- 
after, any longer Pcdeyree then from ſuch as (for gaine and licre) 
hath tollerated Stewes and Ribaldry 3 for ſeeing S. Paul ſayes Muria; e 
is honorable in all wi hout exception, as is ſet forth at large in tl e 
fuſt part wee (ay that tepudiating Wives (except in caſe of Adultery) 
and forbidding of Marriage is fluly che Dectrine of Devills : obſerve 
the Apofile here in this Chapter, ſayeth this forbidding ſhould be in 
the latter times; Therefore M Edwards forgers himſelte much to ci e 


21 Tim. 


Leviticus, which was in the fi ſt times, therefore not then to be fur- 4.3. 


bidden and wee are forgetfull allo to trouble you twice with one ma- 
ter, for by what you have formerly reade you may guther how hee con- 
ſters that Chaprer after the p pes Grammer: and now becauſe M. Ed- 


wards in this laſt Animad ver ſian, ſpe: kes three times of incefluous Mar- 


riages, without giving us a definition wha? inceſt is, and ſayes he hach 
(out of one County the names of three Indep nd. nis that have married 
inceſtuouſly : by this you ſee , hee is a champion ic deed, and hath bis in- 
telligences to agtavite his quariel] : yer ſeeing hee will not take the 
paines let us inJcavou: to give a definition to this Zugheare, that theſe 
Ind p:ndents (as he cals them becauſe they have marticd with their 
K .ndrcd) 


47 
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Kindred may have the better . / firſt wee would agke M. Ed- 


wards how and from whence hee derives his ſo often Iterated word lu- 


. Cell : If bee will not tell us, then wee aske counſell of the Grammarians, 


hom wee take to be impartiall expfircrs 3 if it be from the verbe In. 
cefto , chat they reader to pollute and defile alſo to defile by reaſon of 
a dead body: it it be from zceft:s the adj: Rive that they render pollut- 
ed, de filed, unchaſt, and whoriſh : if it be from Inceſtus the ſubſtantive, 
that they likewiſe-render I chery committed with one that is nigh a kin 
to him thit committeth it; alſo all manner ot pollution: naw M. Ed- 
wards is not here the matter decided, which wee have debated in the 
fiſt and ſecond part, he e is the word Inceft derived and defigned which 
is to pollute or defile, to be unchaſt or whoriſh , te commit lechery with 
one that is nigh akin;1 hope you will not ay t here 1s cither pollution, or 


wbordom, or lc her in holy Wedlock 3 Ther is not this the ſame that 


we ſay Inceſuous For nication, or inceftuouslechery if you will, but for in- 
ceſtuous Marriage that ſmels of the Pumpe(of the pope and his champion 
wee ſhould have (aid): wee have told yeu and proved ir often to be a po- 
piſhglofje for their profit, ſo we hnde it and ſo we leave it; And for theſe 
three Iudependems you ſpeak of that have marticd their near Kinſwomen, 
if there be three ſcore of them, we ſuppoſe they will not love their Wives 


the leſſe for your aſperſion,bur much dearer,becaulc it is preſumed they 


have married without any covetous ends according to the firſt and beth 
inſtitution ; but M Edwards perhaps(like blind Homer) can wrice wel! of 
none that croſſes his humor. Laſtly, for percloſe we here intend to dif- 
abuſe you becauſe you haye abaſed-your ſelte, to rake us for Independents 
that Makes this defence; we do aſſure you we are none ſuch, iſ you mean 
that they ate Independents which put down Biſſipt we diſclaime the title, 
for wee approve their function though tis many yeares lince we diſſiked 
the ir juriſdittion and their Lordſhips, yet if a man have a lame Leg wee 
had rather cure him then cut off his head: And if you call thoſe Ind pen- 
dents that would have no King or Government in Church and Com- 
mon Wealth, we diſclaime that too, ſor wee would have both, knowing 
that God is the God of order and not of con fuſion, wee further agnize 
our ſel ves to be ſome of Queen Elabeh proteſtants deteſting ſuperſti- 
ous popety, and alſo much abeminating theſe colephantick Sccts and 
Seiſmes that have imbroyled our three Kingdoms; but if we be aveiſe to 
ſuch as'terrify the conſcience that (by the ir own covetous and beggerly 
Rudiments} would reſtraine us from that Chriſtian liberty the Goſpell 


allows us, ſo far; we in depend, And defire the teverſion of Romiſh diege 


(vvith all new Sect and Sciſm a) may be purged away: As touching this 
forbidding of Marriage, we have ſufficiently alteady, nd may move amp. 
ly hereafter prove it to be a pcpiſh Reliquez then ſeeing you will have no 
Biſhops, vec deſire ſuch Lawes aud cannms as vvere made in the time of 
Superſticion,and continued by them, may be burnt and 8 

they 
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they have moſt impiouſly ſerved not onely to puniſh, but alſo te take 

away the lives of devout Chriſtians , and alſo to divide bodies vyhols A 
hearts vvere rightly united, and ſuch as God hath commanded that ao 
man ſhould put alunder. And in regard you ſay you have ſtruck off 

the head of Antichrift, let us defire you to cut of the T'gyle too, and vvee 

vvill be all friends. Now M. Edwards becauſe you ſay you are large in your 
Awverfion,vve therefore ſay vve have bin the larger in our obſervation; 


The reſt of the third Book of Gangrena wee have not peruſed, 
nor did we greatly thinke it worth our labgur; onely we accident- 
ally ſaw a little Pamphlet former]y named, that ſayes you write 

icionſly even to. the taking away (if it were in your power ) 
the lives of ſuch as onely deſire as they profeſſe, the freedome of a 
good conſcience, with the ancient lawes and liberties of their Na- 
tive cornty. 

If this be ſo it is not vvell ; vve ought to reforme one another in the 
Spirit of meekne ſſe, and not vvith revilings and threatnings : but not to + 
medle beyond our ovvn matter, vve conclude your Animadveſeons to be 
meere temporiſers from vvhence vve can gather neither Wit, Learning. 
er Inſtruction, and ſo vve give you the Bonus noftjusleaving yon and your 
other Amagenils to decide your other differences. 

Aud now a little diſcourſe to ſuch as have married their neare kins - 
Women, vye knovy there is a popiſb injuaRion that forbids marriage in 
ſuch and ſuch degrees, and great penalties deviſed by the Civill Lavy, 
vrhich have no ether ground but from the popiſh C non: Then hovv 
muffled in error have vvee beene in theſe latter times, to maintaine ſuch 
opinions and yet vvith all (till novv of late) believe the pope had povver 
(for kis profit) to diſpence with what degree he pleaſed : but above all 
obſerve the ridiculous reaſons that ſome alledge to uphold that dive- 
lik Doctrine, for ſo it iscall'd in the Text: And indeed one Author 
ſayth truly, within ſome ſhort time aſter ihe Apoſtles, It behoved there 

ald be great ſtupidity and blindneſſe, elſe how d eAntichrifi;an. 

me be intreduced to the full, as ſince ic hath been; but to returne and 
aquaint you with one of the aforeſaid Reaſons ſome alledge anew, 2 
heathen Philoſopher, that in his 9 Hiſtory Anime, Chap:47- tells you a 
tale of a Camell that Fil'd his keeper for ſuffering him to couple with 
his dam, and angther of a herſe that likewiſe ſerved his Dam, and after 
ran to the Sea andlept from a Rock into it : beheld here hat ſhall we 
thinke of Authors that cite ſuch mattets to men that have reaſont as if 
beafts that have no reaſon were to be our prefidents for our life and con- 
verfation;for what man that hath ſo much wit as Camell, Horſe or Aſſe can 
believe that the foreſaid accidents happened wry cauſes ſpeci · 
fied,as if thete was never Camel before « ſince, that Hl be 
| c 


At) 
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that frowned himſelſe, who is it amongſt us that hath kept a breed of 
Cattell, Sheepe, or ſtudd of horſes and Mares? but the males in their 
ſeaſons, have intermixt with the femalcs promiſcuouſly ; and have wee 
not often received loſſe in our ſaid goods many ſeverall wayes, and our 
ſervants hurt and ſometimes kil'd by borſe and beaſts? What then ?ſhall 
we atttibute thoſe accidents to the mixture of our beaſts in their ſeverall 
kinds ? or ſhall we eſteeme them ancleane and not feede upon them ? if 
we do we. ſhall looſe our reaſon, and ſurely become more brucifh then 
they; hut what impreſſion can not any fable make where the reaſonable 
part is ſet aſide, and ignorance become the Mother of devotian ? It is the 

Popes purgatory pickpu: ſe that hath broach'd a bundred of theſe impo- 
ſtares z or the reaſonable part of this Argument againſt marriage in 
kindred, hath no better _— or grace then if a man ſhould ſay, I 
have as good proviſion(of all klads) at home, 28 I can finde in the mar- 
ket, but yet it doth not like me, Therefore I wil ſeek further to pleaſe my 
appetite; how then ? will you approve of his judgement that will leave 
his own cates, which hee knoweth to be good and wholeſome, to buy 
abroad that which may be corrupt and deceitfall, as often times it 
proves?Byen ſo have wee better cauſe and opportuuity to know the vet- 
tues and qualities of our neareſt Kindred then of ſtrangers ; Therefore 
ſeeing wee finde in Scriprwe,it was the practiſe of the Pia and our 
forefathers to chuſe their Wives out of their owne ſtock , and was with 
al(before and after the Liw, aduty commanded ; (we do not ſay but 
fince the Goſpell there is a Chriſtian liberty) yet iftuch liking happen 
no amongſt the neareſt of kin without any luftfull defire,bur onely for 

edtion and reall intent of marriage, vve ſee no cauſe why any (that 
k we not loſt cheir ſenſe) hould give credit to heathen fables er ſecke to 
pope for a diſpenſation. 

Another reaſon there isalledg'd and that by one that would be thought 
a great Dior : A man of great Reading no doubt hee, vyas and able te 
cite many Authors; but we have a ſaying the greateſt Clerks are not al - 
wayes the wiſeſt men; And wee there are divers who have writ 
great Velnms, and yet had not the true genuine ſence of ma: teis, nor a 
right interpretatisn ; but let us ſee what weight the reaſon bath which 
hee brings againſt this nearneſſe of. kindred : That it is not lawfull 
ſayeth hee, to marry ones Siſter doth appeare by eAbrabams denying 
Sarah to bee his Wife amongſt the Mg yptians;bur ſayed ſhee was his 
ſiſter : obſerve well this paſſage was not this to ſave his life ? reade his 
Story and you will finde them his ewne words; for ſhee might have 
beene his. fiſter and not his Wife, and then it had beene no offence te 
bim if another had taken her in marriage; but being his ſiſter, and his 
Wife alſo the caſe was far etherwayes , for then hee feared they might 
have killed him ti have had her free to themſelves, becauſe it was not 
Jawfaull amongk the moſt barbarous heathen to take another mans —_ 


pf (17) 
And aof marke with all the ſame anſwer of Abraham to Abimelech in his 
retarne,vi7.She was his fiſter, and yet afterwards when Abimeleckknew' 
ſhee was his Wife, and blam'd him for conce aling it, Ab74hans re- 
plied he thought the feare of God was not in that place, and that they 
would hzvekil'd him for ker (he Text ſayeth ſhee was a faire Woman) 
yet he had not holy d flembled, for ſhe was his ſiſter the Daughter of 
his Fit het and ſo became his Wife. Therefore it is lawfull (by his ex- 
ampl: ):o marry the Siſter ; ſo the reaſon that this Doffor brings makes 
juſtpoint blank againſt himſclfe: And here we would a. ke him how the 
World was peopled after the Creation, and after the deluge; was it not 
by the iſſue of Adam and Noe (that is) by naturall brothers and liſters ? 
Oh, but you will ſay, then there was a neceſſi y, and we ſay there is no 
neceſſity to do thit which is unlawfuli,and if ic were lawful? then; the 

- reaſons and circum ſtances of theſe times makes it lav full now for where 
fo many Families of beft integrity are rooted out of their Cuntry by 
wicked Sefs and S$c:/mygtogerher with a moſt inhumane and an unnatu- 
rall civill War , and there'y forced to ſeeke habitation amongſt the hea- 
then in unplanted Countries , why ſhould not they prop:gate in their 

tribes as our fore-fathres did: of this opinion are ſome Doctor moſt ab- 
ſolute, well known to us for piety and learning :but what will not ſome 
other Doctors doe ? when popery is in requit they have reaſons for that: 
when the Presbytery Carries it, then that is highly extol'd; when the 
Ini pendenq hath ſway, that muſt be deſended too: was it not well prayed 
ot him that deſired to keep his ſoule from a Church. man, his body 2 A 
Phyfitian, and his Eſtate from the Lawyer : but doe not theſe things give 
occaſion of ſcandall to our Chriſtian Religion even amongſt the beathen? 
God grant that our errors may be errors of ignorance rather then of pre- 
ſumption or againſt conſcience 3 and that we do not with ſome ſtraine a 
Goar and *. — 2 Camell ; ſuch as would deny this primitive ordi- 
nance as touching Mirriage (wherein there can be no prejudice if parties 
be ſingle, and their intentions reall) and yet admit a grofſe ſuperſtition 
in ey withother Hereticall Sefts and Sciſm?s alſo, which hath opened 
fo wide a gap to all impiety. 5 | 
Wce muſt not forget another reaſon that ſome alledge againſt this 
nearnelle of kindred, that is, they have known many miſchances happen 
to ſuch ; {1 have we known many bleſſings powred upon ſuchzand doth 
all other matches thrive that are not of Kin? This reaſon is as like the fire 
as ere it may look ; either ir comes from an old 2 novicey or 
the ppgs broker; for hat is this to ſay, but if you marry your Kindred 

(v ithout the popes licence)yon can never rhrive 3this is æ gat ſcarcrow 

to the coverous,and hath ſo infatuated the debauch d amd ſimple ſort, chat 

they bad rather commit fornication with twenty firmge Women then 
live i holy Wedlock with one of their Rindred. But king this 2s nel 
ther wotthy of regard ox ſurther anſwer, one thing Sede we would in- 

C2 timate 
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thmnate unto ſuch as M. Edwards cals Independents for mi with their 


Kindred,andin their tribes, namely the time about which this diveliſh 


| DE forbidding marriage) came into theſe Weſtern Iflands ; and 
alſo who they were that ſet it abroach;but becauſe we wil forge nothing 
. ofour own braines we will cite you a warrantable Record. We read that 
in the year 1172 Cbriftianm the popes Legate. Donatus, Lawreance,and Ca- 
ibolicus Archbiſbops with their Suſfragan Biſhops, Abbots, Priors, Deanes, 
and Arc hdeacons with many Prelates, &c · Iheſe ſayth the Iriſh Chronicle 
kept a Synod at Caſbell, debated many matters , made ſundry Statutes 
and wholeſome Lawes ; v . that people ſhould refraine to marry with 
theicneareſt kinsfolks ; that children ſhould be Carechiz'd without the 
Church doore,Baprized in the Font, &c. That every one ſhould pay the ir 
Tythes of Cattle,Corne and all other encieaſe, faithfully to the Church: 
that Church lands ſhould be free from all other exaRions of Lords, 
Noblemen, &c.no cuddies coſberies,coigne & livery to be within theChurch 
territoiies : when any Earicl ot cutting lay upon the people for murder, 
or head money, no perſon of the Clergy (though they were a kin to the 
murderer) ſhould contribute any thing but all to lie upon the Laiety; 
That any perſon dying ſhould give'the third pait of his ſubſtance for 
the overſight and performance of his Will; Now you muſt imagin that 
charge will fall to Sr. ahn our Parith Prieſt, brother Monke, or fryer, &c. 
This is ſufficient to let you know of hit natu · e theſe Lawes were of, 
and to whum they were wholeſome : The Clergy you ſee were very 
kinde to themſelves ; but perhaps the Layety ( that muſt beare all the 
burden ) had little reaſon to thinke them eichet wholeſome or tooth · 
ſome ſeldome ſhall you ſee them make any Lawes againſt their profirz 
neicher was their prohibition in muter of Marriage the leaſt acceſſion 
thertunto. 2 2 mentioned in the firſt part hare beene 


well payed for ; to forbid the Banes with one hand and to joyne 


them together with the other for money, whac thinke you, is it not Flo - 


cus pocus? who is it but knowes it alawfull Ordinance, or elſe that it 
cannot be made ſo for money; well thea, the time theſe lawes were made 
is hete to be obfervA 1172. And by whom ? but by ſuch Law mongers 

n Tolerate ewes and Stewes for annuall Rents : Then was it not 
neare the time that the Biſhops of Rome uſurpt the title of Univerſalicy, 
though ſome ef themſelyes rebuked John Brſb2p of Conflantineple for at- 
fecting the ſame. I ſuppoſc it was, and from wh'ch time ferwards their 
Ty andiation, their (clling$f pardons, their giving of Kingdoms, 
their Buls and Excomunications with many deviſes belides have*im- 
broyled all Chriſtendome. It is further to be obſery'd that Freland did 
flouriſh in learning and piety : And it is needleſſe here to recite the ho · 
ly lives of Patricixs,his contemporaries and ſucceſſors, ſeeing their His 
is ſo fre » except wee could have found this probibition in 
ahcic time, which nowhere we read of : Then are we confident is hath 
no 


10 
no elder birth then the times A when all corruption, bribery, 
and ſywony crept into the Arch prelacy. And now if it be granted 
that-the foreſaid marriages inthe next of kindred be lawfull-(for ſo e 
take it till we be convinc'd by Scripture y and that expounded without 
temporiſing, partiality , or private intereſt) then it may be demanded 


what inconvenience there is in it, except ſome will ſay you doe not 


wiſely to ſtand upon the fiift ordinance to the prejudice of your eſtate; 
that is, to take your Kinſ-woman with nothing when you might have 
a ſtranger with money: wee doe not reade that Abraham had either, 
Lands,or Goods with his Wife and ſiſter Sara; or Jſach, with Rebecca, 
but ſent preſents to obtaine her ; or yet Jacob with his Wives, but ſer» 
ved two prentiſhips for them: of M-rriages made for encroaching and 
covetous ends (and Lawes made againſt it even by the very Heathen) 
there is enough ſayed in the firſt pat: for wee finde that marriage 
was ordained to propagate and multiply Man-kinde, and not to beget 
money 3 So then the kindred being agreed according to the fiſt in- 
ſtirution, and intire affection, the inconvenience is none amongſt 
them: whereas in other coyetous matches there is frequent quar- 
relling : as in the ¶ laudeſtine and ſtolne Marriages ,, what ſuirs and 
troubles ariſeth; And alſo in others fafhion'd by compact in ciſe of 
not performing joynture one the one fade and detayning portion on the 
other, which begets perpetuall brauling, and not ſeldome doe they 
miſtake the way to one anothers bed; whereas to theſe other con- 
joyniogs proceeding from that conſcionable duty in joyn d to the next 
— ( and where naturall affection invites) all ſuch jarrs and con- 
tumelies are avoyded. Then wee cannot too often reiterate the co- 
vetouſneſſe of the pope , and his Clergy ( with other ſecular Mayi- 
ſtrates who have dranke too det pe of that Babyloniſhcuppe ) in mak- 
ing Lawes to prohibit ſo juſt an ordinance, and yet (for money.) 
diſpenſe with their owne edits, Therefore wee concurre in opini · 


nion with him that ſayeth * an ualawſull cuſtome ought net to bee + VUhpian,. 


binding, neither can courſe of time mend that which was. naught 
from the beginning; for what it not grounded upon good right is 
not made good by continuance : obſerve that Auguſl ine alſo in his 
Booke de vera Keligime , Cap. 31. mibi lex eſſe non videlur que. 


juſta non eſt, it ſeeraes to mee ſayeth hee to bee no Law at all. 


which is not juſt: And how contrary theſe humane injunctions are 
ro Divine Ordinance , is elegantly proved in the ficſt part (in- 
tituled Little Non uch } if Ki you reads here bee ſhort of your 
ex pectation · 0 

As touching the moſt famous of the Heathen ( which Hiſtory Re- 
cords anto us for Armes and learning) who Married in the very nea- 
reſt degrees 3 8s Om, Antiochus, Ptolomy and ſo many more, which 
to recite were to goe on ad jnfninm ; neither neede wee them for 
prefidenc. 


2 
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preſident , kaving ( in Scripture ) ſo many of the fathers and Pa- 
rriarks : onely this wee mention to ſhcew the practiſe and cuſtome both 
with Jew and Gentile ( for ought wee know ) till the VVorld was 
old five thouſand Yeares and-upwards, for untill the Yeare 1192 for- 
merly mentioned, wee have not read of any ſuch prohibition ; If 
any doe informe us better, wee (hall not bee deafe to underſtand it, 
and then you perceive from whence it came z to helpe your memo» 
iy, wee once more tell you from the Fe and his Clergy who ( for 
money, will diſpenſe neverthe!efle and tolerate Nes and Srewes 
to boote ; what Marty's maſſacrees and blood- ſhed their Lawes, Can- 
nent, and inquiſit ion with their other plots and practiſes, have made 


* ſince that time in Chriftendome , wee ſuppoſe is yet freſh in your 


memory: Therefore wee wonder not as Mr, Edwards doth at his 
ſhaddow, when hee ſpeabes of plea ing for an H:veſy in Print, 
whereas (you fie ) it is no other then 4 bare que ſtion, but wee 
wonder the Pope ſhould finde Champions to plead in Print (for 
his fees and extortion ) ogainſt the holy inſti ution of Marriage; 
for wee can diſcorne no other ſource or Fountaine from whence that 
diveliſh Doctrine proceedes' : now if any can ſhew us wherein wee 
are miſtaken , they ſhall perceive wee are not impctuouſſy obſtinate, 
provided alwayes they take the Seripture for their guide; for as one 
fayeth Djamonds can onely cut Diaminds ; and no fuch Comments 
on the Scripture as the Scripture it ſelfe : Then if (overall Texts 
of the old and new Teſtament, cited here and in the little Non ſuch, 
touching Marriage, the ptactiſe and example of the Fathers before and 
after the L, bee refured with ſo many ether Texts equivalent and 
interpreted without partiality, wee are ſatisſyed; elſe the pop:ſb Cannons 
arid Heathen fables, do not aftcight us, but gives us cauſe to deteſt their 


impiecty. 


Laſtly, for percloſe to ſuch as inveigle their kindred and mike 
them concubines , or commit Forrication with them, wee wh the 
ptiniſhment allotted in the 20 of Leviticus, to them ond the like capi- 
ell effenders =: Bur ſuch as doe really (and with their good liking) 
make them their Wives according to the holy Ordinance, wee pray for, 

nd-with them the bleflings of Abraham and Sarab,Iſack and Ribecca, 
Virb the reft of the Exthers and Patriarches which Married in this man- 
ner: for here there is neither Covctouſneſſe, Ambition, or ſenſuality 
blit ontly motives in conſcience to per forme the Kinſmans part (to 
ue the words of Bat * to Ruth ) out of a duty commanded ; no 
doubt but God will accept the good intention and give it à bleſſing 
accordingly. 
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Poſtcript. 


1. any ſuppoſe there are digreſſions in this diſcourſe that ſavor, 
Somewhat of the Satyre : To the affable and judicons Reader 
we give this ſatisfattion : That true it is, M. Edwards his Ri- 
gid phraſe did ſtir up no ſpleene, but a ws 4 indignation ; 
for by his taxing the queſtions in little Non-ſuch with the words 
error, Hereſies, wicked Pamphlets Inceſtuous, Independents, 
&c. We imagine he was a little beſmeared with choler or ſome- 
thing elſe , which made him cleare miſtake the matter; for we 


doe not thinke , under favour, that the acking a Queſtion(with 
modeſty ) deſerves ſuch Epithetes : (i) Agrippa believeſt thou 


the Prophets? 1 know thou doeft ſayeth St. Paulz he and then a 2s 29: 
reſt of the Apoſtles did (a it were) angle for ſoules by Doctrineverſ. a7. 


and example , not with reviling aud threatning ; And if any 
ſper us the errors in little Non- ſuch, or in this ſecond part (oc- 
caſioned by M. Edwards bis invective) and will dbe it (as our 
Saviour commands) in love and the ſpirit of meekeneſie, found- 
ing his tenents npon Scripture (atis deſired) and with an un- 
biaſſed intention, we will then eſteeme him bighly,give bim great 
thanks,and heare him gladly. | 


FINIS. 


